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Vietnam Veterans Memorial Wall of
the names of the soldiers who died on
Flying Tiger Flight 739 on March 16,
1962.
S. 2582
At the request of Mr. OSSOFF, the
name of the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2582, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to expand the
residential energy efficient property
credit and energy credit, and for other
purposes.
S. 2593
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the
names of the Senator from Tennessee
(Mr. HAGERTY) and the Senator from
South Carolina (Mr. ScoTT) were added
as cosponsors of S. 2593, a bill to amend
the Higher Education Act of 1965 to im-
prove Federal oversight of foreign
funding in education.
S. 2675
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
names of the Senator from Nevada (Ms.
CORTEZ MASTO), the Senator from
Maine (Mr. KING) and the Senator from
Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) were
added as cosponsors of S. 2675, a bill to
amend the American Rescue Plan Act
of 2021 to increase appropriations to
Restaurant Revitalization Fund, and
for other purposes.
S. 2686
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name
of the Senator from Indiana (Mr.
BRAUN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2686, a bill to prohibit vaccination
mandates for COVID-19.
S. 2710
At the request of Mrs. BLACKBURN,
the name of the Senator from Florida
(Mr. RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 2710, a bill to promote competition
and reduce gatekeeper power in the app
economy, increase choice, improve
quality, and reduce costs for con-
sumers.
S.J. RES. 10
At the request of Mr. KAINE, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of
S.J. Res. 10, a joint resolution to repeal
the authorizations for use of military
force against Iraq, and for other pur-
poses.
S. CON. RES. 3
At the request of Mr. MANCHIN, the
name of the Senator from Mississippi
(Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Con. Res. 3, a concurrent
resolution authorizing the use of the
rotunda of the Capitol for the lying in
state of the remains of the last Medal
of Honor recipient of World War II, in
order to honor the Greatest Generation
and the more than 16,000,000 men and
women who served in the Armed Forces
of the United States from 1941 to 1945.
S. RES. 183
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
names of the Senator from Georgia
(Mr. WARNOCK), the Senator from Alas-
ka (Mr. SULLIVAN), the Senator from
New Hampshire (Ms. HASSAN), the Sen-
ator from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT), the
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Senator from Connecticut (Mr. MUR-
PHY), the Senator from Pennsylvania
(Mr. ToOMEY) and the Senator from
Maryland (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) were
added as cosponsors of S. Res. 183, a
resolution condemning the Govern-
ment of Iran’s state-sponsored persecu-
tion of its Baha’i minority and its con-
tinued violation of the International
Covenants on Human Rights.
S. RES. 334

At the request of Ms. WARREN, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 334, a resolution me-
morializing those impacted by and lost
to the COVID-19 virus.

———————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr.
TESTER, Mr. ROUNDS, and Mr.
BOOKER):

S. 2716. A bill to amend the Agricul-
tural Marketing Act of 1946 to estab-
lish country of origin labeling require-
ments for beef, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

S. 2716

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘American
Beef Labeling Act of 2021"".
SEC. 2. COUNTRY OF ORIGIN

BEEF.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 281 of the Agri-
cultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1638)
is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through
(7) as paragraphs (2) through (8), respec-
tively;

(2) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so
redesignated) the following:

‘(1) BEEF.—The term ‘beef’ means meat
produced from cattle (including veal).”’; and

(3) in subparagraph (A) of paragraph (2) (as
so redesignated)—

(A) in clause (i), by inserting ‘¢, beef,”” after
“‘lamb’’; and

(B) in clause (ii), by inserting
beef,”” after ‘‘lamb’’.

(b) NOTICE OF COUNTRY OF ORIGIN.—Section
282(a)(2) of the Agricultural Marketing Act
of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1638a(a)(2)) is amended—

(1) in the paragraph heading, by inserting
‘“‘BEEF,” after ‘‘FOR’’;

(2) in each of subparagraphs (A) through
(D), by inserting ‘‘beef,”” before ‘‘lamb’’ each
place it appears; and

(3) in subparagraph (E)—

(A) in the subparagraph heading, by insert-
ing ‘““BEEF,”” after ‘‘GROUND’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘ground beef,”
‘“‘ground lamb’’ each place it appears.

(¢) MEANS OF REINSTATING MCOOL FOR
BEEF.—

(1) DETERMINATION OF MEANS.—Not later
than 180 days after the date of enactment of
this Act, the United States Trade Represent-
ative, in consultation with the Secretary of
Agriculture, shall determine a means of rein-
stating mandatory country of origin labeling
for beef in accordance with the amendments
made by subsections (a) and (b) that is in
compliance with all applicable rules of the
World Trade Organization.
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(2) IMPLEMENTATION OF MEANS.—Not later
than 1 year after the date of enactment of
this Act, the United States Trade Represent-
ative and the Secretary of Agriculture shall
implement the means determined under
paragraph (1).

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by subsections (a) and (b) take effect
on the earlier of—

(1) the date on which the Secretary of Ag-
riculture publishes a determination in the
Federal Register that the means determined
under paragraph (1) of subsection (c) have
been implemented under paragraph (2) of
that subsection; and

(2) the date that is 1 year after the date of
enactment of this Act.

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself,
Mr. LEE, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr.
CRUZ, and Ms. COLLINS):

S. 2718. A bill to clarify that an au-
thorization to use military force, a dec-
laration of war, or any similar author-
ity shall not authorize the detention
without charge or trial of a citizen or
lawful permanent resident of the
United States, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President,
today, I am reintroducing legislation
to ensure that no American Citizen or
green card holder faces indefinite de-
tention without charge or trial.

Indefinite detention is an unfortu-
nate legacy of America’s not-too-dis-
tant past. The internment of Japanese-
Americans during World War II re-
mains a dark spot on our Nation’s leg-
acy, and it is something we should
never repeat.

To ensure that this reprehensible ex-
perience would never happen again,
Congress passed, and President Nixon
signed into law, the Non-Detention Act
of 1971. The Act states that ‘‘no citizen
shall be imprisoned or otherwise de-
tained by the United States except pur-
suant to an Act of Congress.”

One would have hoped that this legis-
lation would have brought an end to
the notion that Americans could ever
again be imprisoned at the whim of the
Executive. Yet, in 2002, José Padilla, a
U.S. citizen, was arrested in Chicago.
He was initially detained pursuant to a
material witness warrant based on the
9/11 terrorist attacks, but he was later
designated as an ‘‘enemy combatant”
who conspired with al-Qaeda to carry
out terrorist attacks inside the United
States.

Padilla was transferred to the mili-
tary brig in South Carolina, where he
was detained for three-and-a-half years
while seeking habeas corpus relief.
Padilla was never charged with at-
tempting to carry out a terrorist at-
tack. Instead, he was transferred to
Federal civilian custody in Florida in
November of 2005, where he was con-
victed of other charges related to ter-
rorist plots overseas.

While he was detained by the mili-
tary, Padilla filed a habeas corpus peti-
tion, which was first litigated in the
Second Circuit Court of Appeals. The
Second Circuit rejected the argument,
advanced by the Bush Administration,
that Padilla’s detention was authorized
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by the Authorization for the Use of
Military Force (AUMF) against al-
Qaeda and its affiliated terrorist
groups, concluding instead that ‘‘clear
congressional authorization is required
for detentions of American citizens on
American soil” and the AUMF was
“not such an authorization.” Ulti-
mately, however, the Supreme Court
reversed the Second Circuit’s decision
on other grounds, leaving an open ques-
tion as to whether the AUMF or other
military authorities can be used to in-
definitely detain Americans appre-
hended in the United States.

It is past time for Congress to resolve
this legal ambiguity, consistent with
our values, by stating once and for all
that the AUMF and similar authorities
do not authorize the indefinite deten-
tion of Americans apprehended in the
United States. The Due Process Guar-
antee Act would accomplish this by
codifying the ‘‘clear statement’ rule
articulated by the Second Circuit in
José Padilla’s case and clarifying that
authorizations for the use of military
force and similar authorizations can-
not be construed as acts of Congress
that permit indefinite detention.

There is no legitimate reason to de-
tain Americans without due process.
We have a court system that is fully
capable of trying and convicting ter-
rorism suspects using existing laws and
processes. We made a serious mistake
when we detained Japanese-Americans
during World War II, and we must
never repeat it.

I thank the Senator from Utah for
his long partnership with me on this
issue as well as the Senators from
Rhode Island, Texas, and Maine for
their longstanding support. We were
able to pass this bill in the Senate in
2013, and I am confident we can do so
again.

I ask unanimous consent that a copy
of the bill be included in the RECORD.

S. 2718

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Due Process
Guarantee Act’.

SEC. 2. PROHIBITION ON THE INDEFINITE DE-
TENTION OF CITIZENS AND LAWFUL
PERMANENT RESIDENTS.

(a) LIMITATION ON DETENTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 4001(a) of title 18,
United States Code, is amended—

(A) by striking ‘“No citizen’ and inserting
the following:

‘(1) No citizen or lawful permanent resi-
dent of the United States’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

‘(2) Any Act of Congress that authorizes
an imprisonment or detention described in
paragraph (1) shall be consistent with the
Constitution and expressly authorize such
imprisonment or detention.”.

(2) APPLICABILITY.—Nothing in section
4001(a)(2) of title 18, United States Code, as
added by paragraph (1)(B), may be construed
to limit, narrow, abolish, or revoke any de-
tention authority conferred by statute, dec-
laration of war, authorization to use mili-
tary force, or similar authority effective
prior to the date of the enactment of this
Act.
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(b) RELATIONSHIP TO AN AUTHORIZATION TO
USE MILITARY FORCE, DECLARATION OF WAR,
OR SIMILAR AUTHORITY.—Section 4001 of title
18, United States Code, as amended by sub-
section (a) is further amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (c); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing:

“(b)(1) No United States citizen or lawful
permanent resident who is apprehended in
the United States may be imprisoned or oth-
erwise detained without charge or trial un-
less such imprisonment or detention is ex-
pressly authorized by an Act of Congress.

‘“(2) A general authorization to use mili-
tary force, a declaration of war, or any simi-
lar authority, on its own, may not be con-
strued to authorize the imprisonment or de-
tention without charge or trial of a citizen
or lawful permanent resident of the United
States apprehended in the United States.

‘“(3) Paragraph (2) shall apply to an author-
ization to use military force, a declaration of
war, or any similar authority enacted before,
on, or after the date of the enactment of the
Due Process Guarantee Act.

‘“(4) This section may not be construed to
authorize the imprisonment or detention of a
citizen of the United States, a lawful perma-
nent resident of the United States, or any
other person who is apprehended in the
United States.”.

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN:

S. 2722. A Dbill for the relief of
Esidronio Arreola-Saucedo, Maria
Elena Cobian Arreola, Nayely Arreola
Carlos, and Cindy Jael Arreola; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President,
today, I offer private immigration re-
lief legislation to provide lawful per-
manent resident status to Esidronio
Arreola-Saucedo, Maria Elena Cobian
Arreola, Nayely Arreola Carlos, and
Cindy Jael Arreola. The Arreolas are
Mexican nationals living in the Fresno
area of California.

Esidronio and Maria Elena have lived
in the United States for over 20 years.
Two of their five children, Nayely and
Cindy, also stand to benefit from this
legislation.

The other three Arreola children, Ro-
berto, age 29, Daniel, age 25, and Saray,
age 24, are U.S. citizens.

The story of the Arreola family is
compelling, and I believe they merit
Congress’s special consideration for
such an extraordinary form of relief as
a private bill.

The Arreolas are facing deportation
in part because of grievous errors com-
mitted by their previous counsel, who
has since been disbarred. In fact, the
attorney’s conduct was so egregious
that it compelled an immigration
judge to write to the Executive Office
of Immigration Review seeking the at-
torney’s disbarment for his actions in
his clients’ immigration cases.

Esidronio came to the United States
in 1986 and was an agricultural migrant
worker in the fields of California for
several years. As a migrant worker at
that time, he would have been eligible
for permanent residence through the
Seasonal Agricultural Workers (SAW)
program had he known about it.

Maria Elena was living in the United
States at the time she became preg-
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nant with her daughter Cindy. She re-
turned to Mexico to give birth because
she wanted to avoid any immigration
issues.

Because of the length of time that
the Arreolas were in the United States,
it is likely that they would have quali-
fied for suspension of deportation,
which would have allowed them to re-
main in the United States legally.
However, the poor legal representation
they received foreclosed this oppor-
tunity.

One of the most compelling reasons
for my introduction of this private bill
is the devastating impact that the de-
portation of Esidronio and Maria Elena
would have on their children—three of
whom are American citizens—and the
other two who have lived in the United
States since they were toddlers. Amer-
ica is the only country the Arreola
children have ever known.

Nayely, the oldest, was the first in
her family to graduate from high
school and the first to graduate col-
lege. She recently received her Mas-
ter’s degree in Business Administration
from Fresno Pacific University and
now works at Gap, Inc. Nayely is mar-
ried and has a young son named Elijah
and a young daughter named Brooklyn.

At a young age, Nayely demonstrated
a strong commitment to the ideals of
citizenship in her adopted country. She
worked hard to achieve her full poten-
tial both through her academic endeav-
ors and community service. As the As-
sociate Dean of Enrollment Services at
Fresno Pacific University states in a
letter of support, ‘‘the leaders of Fres-
no Pacific University saw in Nayely[] a
young person who will become exem-
plary of all that is good in the Amer-
ican dream.”

In high school, Nayely was a member
of Advancement Via Individual Deter-
mination, a college preparatory pro-
gram in which students commit to de-
termining their own futures by attain-
ing a college degree. Nayely was also
President of the Key Club, a commu-
nity service organization. Perhaps the
greatest hardship to Nayely’s U.S. cit-
izen husband and child, if she were
forced to return to Mexico, would be
her lost opportunity to realize her
dreams and contribute further to her
community and to this country.

Nayely’s sister, Cindy, is also mar-
ried and has three children. Neither
Nayely nor Cindy is eligible to auto-
matically adjust their status based on
their marriages because of their initial
unlawful entry.

The Arreolas also have other family
who are U.S. citizens or lawful perma-
nent residents. Maria Elena has three
brothers who are American citizens,
and Esidronio has a sister who is an
American citizen. They have no imme-
diate family in Mexico.

According to immigration authori-
ties, this family has never had any
problems with law enforcement. I am
told that they have filed their taxes for
every year from 1990 to the present.
They have always worked hard to sup-
port themselves.
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As I mentioned, Esidronio was pre-
viously employed as a farm worker, but
now has his own business in California
repairing electronics. His business has
been successful enough to enable him
to purchase a home for his family. He
and his wife are active in their church
community and in their children’s edu-
cation.

It is clear to me that this family has
embraced the American dream. Enact-
ment of the legislation I have reintro-
duced today will enable the Arreolas to
continue to make significant contribu-
tions to their community as well as the
United States.

I ask my colleagues to support this
private bill.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed
in the RECORD.

S. 2722

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PERMANENT RESIDENT STATUS FOR
ESIDRONIO ARREOLA-SAUCEDO,
MARIA ELENA COBIAN ARREOLA,
NAYELY ARREOLA CARLOS, AND
CINDY JAEL ARREOLA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 201 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1151), Esidronio Arreola-Saucedo, Maria
Elena Cobian Arreola, Nayely Arreola Car-
los, and Cindy Jael Arreola shall each be eli-
gible for issuance of an immigrant visa or for
adjustment of status to that of an alien law-
fully admitted for permanent residence upon
filing an application for issuance of an immi-
grant visa under section 204 of such Act (8
U.S.C. 1154) or for adjustment of status to
lawful permanent resident.

(b) ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS.—If Esidronio
Arreola-Saucedo, Maria Elena Cobian
Arreola, Nayely Arreola Carlos, and Cindy
Jael Arreola enter the United States before
the filing deadline specified in subsection (c),
Esidronio Arreola-Saucedo, Maria Elena
Cobian Arreola, Nayely Arreola Carlos, and
Cindy Jael Arreola shall be considered to
have entered and remained lawfully in the
United States and shall be eligible for ad-
justment of status under section 245 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.
1255) as of the date of the enactment of this
Act.

(c) APPLICATION AND PAYMENT OF FEES.—
Subsections (a) and (b) shall apply only if the
applications for issuance of immigrant visas
or the applications for adjustment of status
are filed with appropriate fees not later than
two years after the date of the enactment of
this Act.

(d) REDUCTION OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUM-
BERS.—Upon the granting of immigrant visas
or permanent residence to Esidronio Arreola-
Saucedo, Maria Elena Cobian Arreola,
Nayely Arreola Carlos, and Cindy Jael
Arreola, the Secretary of State shall in-
struct the proper officer to reduce by four,
during the current or next following fiscal
year—

(1) the total number of immigrant visas
that are made available to natives of the
country of birth of HEsidronio Arreola-
Saucedo, Maria Elena Cobian Arreola,
Nayely Arreola Carlos, and Cindy Jael
Arreola under section 203(a) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1153(a)); or

(2) if applicable, the total number of immi-
grant visas that are made available to na-
tives of the country of birth of Esidronio
Arreola-Saucedo, Maria Elena Cobian
Arreola, Nayely Arreola Carlos, and Cindy
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Jael Arreola under section 202(e) of such Act
(8 U.S.C. 1152(e)).

(e) PAYGO.—The budgetary effects of this
Act, for the purpose of complying with the
Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall
be determined by reference to the latest
statement titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of
PAYGO Legislation” for this Act, submitted
for printing in the Congressional Record by
the Chairman of the Senate Budget Com-
mittee, provided that such statement has
been submitted prior to the vote on passage.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION  355—SUP-
PORTING THE RECOGNITION AND
GOALS OF OVERDOSE AWARE-

NESS DAY IN THE TUNITED
STATES
Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr.

CASEY, Mr. BROWN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms.
WARREN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Ms. HASSAN,
Mr. MANCHIN, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL)
submitted the following resolution;
which was referred to the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions:
S. RES. 355

Whereas more than 750,000 individuals in
the United States have died from a drug
overdose since 1999;

Whereas substance use disorders and drug
overdoses affect all socioeconomic groups,
racial and ethnic groups, geographic regions,
and ages;

Whereas substance use disorders are a
chronic disease, and recognizing those dis-
orders as such decreases stigma and ac-
knowledges that substance use may be be-
yond the control of an individual;

Whereas overdose deaths are preventable,
and lives can be saved through awareness,
prevention, intervention, treatment, and re-
covery support;

Whereas overdose deaths claimed more
than 93,000 lives in the United States in 2020,
and the Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19)
pandemic has contributed to the accelera-
tion of overdose deaths;

Whereas communities across the United
States have been pained by substance use
disorders through the premature loss of lives
and the stigma associated with drug-related
fatalities; and

Whereas numerous States across the
United States have lowered their State flags
in recognition of Overdose Awareness Day:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) supports the recognition and goals of
Overdose Awareness Day in the United
States; and

(2) encourages all Federal buildings in the
United States to lower their flags to half-
staff on August 31 of each year to support
awareness of overdoses.

SENATE RESOLUTION 356—RECOG-
NIZING THE 500TH ANNIVERSARY
OF THE FOUNDING OF THE CITY
OF SAN JUAN, PUERTO RICO

Mr. SCOTT of Florida (for himself
and Mr. RUBIO) submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources:

S. RES. 356

Whereas, since 1898, after the Spanish-
American War and with the ratification of
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the Treaty of Paris, Puerto Rico has been a
territory of the United States;

Whereas the city of San Juan, the capital
of Puerto Rico, is the oldest continuously in-
habited city established by Europeans within
United States territory;

Whereas, as reference, the city of Saint
Augustine, in the State of Florida, was es-
tablished in 1565, which makes the city of
San Juan about 44 years older;

Whereas San Juan is also the third-oldest
capital city established by Europeans in the
Americas, after Santo Domingo, Dominican
Republic (1496), and Panama City, Panama
(1519);

Whereas San Juan is home to the second-
oldest church in the Americas, Iglesia San
José, which started construction in 1532 and
has just reopened its doors after more than 2
decades of restoration work;

Whereas the Palacio de Santa Catalina,
also known as La Fortaleza, initially con-
structed between 1533 and 1540, also located
in San Juan, is the oldest executive mansion
in continuous use in the Americas;

Whereas, on March 4, 1513, Juan Ponce de
Leo6n, Puerto Rico’s first Governor and con-
quistador, departed from Puerto Rico to lead
the first known expedition to what is now
the State of Florida;

Whereas Juan Ponce de Leon was interred
in San Juan in 1521 and his tomb is now lo-
cated in the Cathedral of San Juan Bautista;

Whereas the architectural and cultural
heritage of San Juan has been recognized by
the United Nations as a World Heritage Site
and by the United States National Park
Service with the establishment of the San
Juan National Historic Site;

Whereas the architectural and cultural
heritage of San Juan includes the fortifica-
tions built between the 1500s and 1700s to
protect San Juan against invading forces, in-
cluding Castillo San Felipe del Morro, most
of the city walls, the San Juan Gate, Fort
San Juan de la Cruz, and Fort San Cristobal,
considered the largest fortress built in the
Americas;

Whereas these fortifications remained ac-
tive defenses of the United States Armed
Forces until World War II;

Whereas, on March 21, 1915, Lieutenant
Teofilo Marxuach, officer at E1 Morro Castle,
ordered fire upon the German armed supply
ship Odenwald trying to force its way out of
San Juan Bay to deliver supplies to German
submarines in the Atlantic Ocean, in what is
considered to be the first shot fired by the
regular Armed Forces of the United States
against any ship flying the colors of the Cen-
tral Powers of World War I;

Whereas, in 1946, Felisa Rincon de Gautier
was appointed mayor of San Juan, making
her the first woman mayor of a capital city
in the Americas;

Whereas, in 1959, San Juan was awarded
the All-America City Award, an award given
by the National Civic League, which recog-
nizes communities that leverage civic en-
gagement, collaboration, inclusiveness, and
innovation to successfully address local
issues;

Whereas the ‘‘Escuelas Maternales’’, estab-
lished in San Juan by mayor Rincon de
Gautier would eventually become the model
for the Head Start programs in the United
States;

Whereas San Juan has hosted several
major sporting events, including the—

(1) 1966 Central American and Caribbean
Games;

(2) 1979 Pan American Games;

(3) Baseball Winter League Caribbean
World Series in 1950, 1954, 1958, 1971, 1975,
1979, 1984, 1995, 1999, 2015, and 2020;

(4) World Baseball Classic in 2006, 2009, and

013;
(5) 1974 FIBA World Championship;
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